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INTERVIEW SUMMARY 

Dear Sir: 

Applicant's Attorney, William W. Cochran, conducted an interview with 
Examiner Rob Rhode on December 7, 2005. Applicant appreciates the Examiner's time 
for this interview. In that interview, the last Office Action was discussed as well as 
Applicant's Response to the last Office Action. 

As discussed in the interview, Fair Market discloses an online auction. 
Applicant's claimed invention is not an auction. Doyle is an in-house computerized 
ordering system for ordering office supplies. Applicant's claimed invention is not an in- 
house ordering system. Applicant's claims are directed to an on-line system for 
anonymously selling goods at a set price. 

Fair Market and Doyle disclose different types of systems that use tw£ 
Hiftfersnt principles of operation , i.e., one is an auction and the other is an in-house 
computerized ordering system. Not only is there no motivation shown to combine these 
references, but the modifications required to combine these references and reconstruct 
Applicant's invention wa,i1H require a «-h«m pe in the basic operating principles of the 

Hfc ~ anH rauter these referen™ * parable for their stated puipqgSS- Certainly, the 

principles of operation of these systems of Fair Market and Doyle are different. Under 
the system of Fair Market, the High** bid price wins at the, end of the da y.. Under the 
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system of Doyle, the prices are made available to the buyer, but there is no reason to keep 
^^^f ^icH^utnr secret Picking and choosing the various features from the 
prior art to reconstruct Applicant's invention is clearly improper, especially when the 
reconstruction of Applicant's invention would require a change in the basic operating 
principles of the references. For example, picking the anonymity feature of the Fair 
Market system for use in the Doyle system would constitute a major change in the 
operation of the Doyle system. Conversely, Fair Market does not disclose a system in 
which a set price is provided to the buyer. Such a change would render the Fair Market 
system to no longer be an auction. Hence, the modifications required to combine these 
references would render these references inoperable for their stated purposes since the 
modifications would require changes in the basic principles of operation of the 
references. Hence, the combination of Fair Market and Doyle is improper. 

Further, Applicant's claims require marking up of the price specified by the 
distributor. In other words, the price is marked up by a specific amount which is fiaidby. 
the buver . Fair Market discloses a system that teaches just the opposite. UndertheFair 
Market system, the * service fee. Hence, Fair Market fails to disclose a 

markup system in which the price specified, is marked up so that the bj i yer P *»vs the fee 

mthftrthan the seller. 

Because of these clear differences and the reasons stated in the last response, this 
application clearly distinguishes fiom the prior art. Applicant therefore requests that this 
application be passed to issue. 

Dated this 9* day December 2005. 

Respectfully submitted, 

COCHRAN FREUND & YOUNG U.C 
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Fort Collins, CO 80525 
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2 



PAGE 3(3 ' RCVD AT 1219/2005 6:48:13 PM [Eastern Standard Time] * SVR:USPTO€FXRF«27 ' DNIS:2738300 ' CSID: * DURATION (mm-ss):01-14 



